
6.0 SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Th is  sec t ions  prov ides  t h e  Track 2 conclusions, recommendations, and 
r a t i o n a l e  f o r  t h e  eleven re lease s i t e s  w i t h i n  OU 3-07 t h a t  completed a Track 2 
i n v e s t i g a t i o n  du r ing  calendar year  1992. The conclusions are based upon an 
eva lua t i on  o f  t h e  e x i s t i n g  da ta  f o r  s i t e s  CPP-16, -20, -24, -25, -30, and 32W; 
and supplemented w i t h  t h e  sample r e s u l t s  from t h e  Track 2 i n v e s t i g a t i o n  f o r  s i t e s  
CPP-26, -28, -31, 32E, -79, and -83. The conclusions, recommendations, and 
r a t i o n a l e  a re  prov ided i n  Table 6-1. 

The c a l c u l a t i o n  o f  r i s k s  from exposure t o  t h e  contaminat ion detected a t  
each re lease  s i t e  w i t h i n  OU 3-07 are based on c u r r e n t  occupat ional ,  f u t u r e  
rec rea t i ona l ,  and f u t u r e  r e s i d e n t i a l  ( i n t r u s i o n )  scenar ios i n  accordance w i t h  t h e  
e x i s t i n g  Track 2 guidance (DOE/ID-10389). A future r e s i d e n t i a l  non - in t rus ion  
scenar io ( i . e . ,  t o  a maximum depth o f  6- inches) was no t  evaluated f o r  t h e  Tank 
Farm operable u n i t  f o r  the  f o l l o w i n g  two reasons. F i r s t ,  t h e  e n t i r e  Tank Farm 
has been covered w i t h  a membrane l i n e r  and two f e e t  o f  s o i l  s ince the  t ime o f  the  
contaminat ion re leases being i nves t i ga ted  under OU 3-07. As a r e s u l t ,  
contaminat ion should no t  be present i n  t h e  upper s i x  inches due t o  these 
h i s t o r i c a l  re leases  and t h e r e  should be no r i s k  under a non - in t rus ion  f u t u r e  
r e s i d e n t i a l  scenar io.  The second reason f o r  no t  eva lua t i ng  a non - in t rus ion  
scenar io  i s  because o f  t h e  h igh  r i s k s  t h a t  were c a l c u l a t e d  f o r  t h e  f u t u r e  
r e s i d e n t i a l  scenar io  w i t h  i n t r u s i o n .  Given these h igh  r i s k s ,  i t  does no t  seem 
prudent t o  evaluate a non - in t rus ion  f u t u r e  use scenar io  where i n s t i t u t i o n a l  
c o n t r o l s  cannot be maintained. 

The eva lua t i on  o f  r i s k  t o  a c u r r e n t  occupat ional  receptor  from exposure t o  
s i t e  contaminants are based on an exposure du ra t i on  o f  8 hours/day, 250 days/year 
f o r  25 years  w i thou t  any i n s t i t u t i o n a l  con t ro l s .  Th is  i s  n o t  a reasonable 
scenar io  f o r  t h e  I C P P  cons ider ing  t h e  cu r ren t  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  c o n t r o l s  t h a t  
r e s t r i c t s  worker e n t r y  i n t o  t h e  tank  farm, mainta ins work con t ro l  procedures and 
p r a c t i c e s  requ i red  f o r  employees when working i n  r a d i a t i o n  areas, and c l o s e l y  
moni tors  t h e  r a d i a t i o n  doses t h a t  may p o t e n t i a l l y  may be received by occupat ional  
receptors .  Given these i n s t i t u t i o n a l  con t ro l s ,  the  exposures under a cu r ren t  
occupat ional  scenar io  as evaluated i n  t h i s  Track 2 are n o t  poss ib le  a t  t h e  I C P P .  

The f u t u r e  use scenar ios,  rec rea t i ona l  and r e s i d e n t i a l ,  are assumed t o  
begin i n  30 years from t h e  present ( i . e . ,  year  2022). The scenar io  o f  a 
res idence be ing  es tab l i shed a t  t h e  ICPP, and e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  Tank Farm, i n  30 
years i s  h i g h l y  u n l i k e l y  and n o t  reasonable f o r  a f u t u r e  use scenario. Several 
o f  t h e  reasons why a f u t u r e  r e s i d e n t i a l  scenar io i s  u n l i k e l y  inc lude the  
geographic l o c a t i o n  o f  the  ICPP, t h e  l a c k  o f  sur face water ava i l ab le  a t  t h e  s i t e ,  
and t h e  unce r ta in  f u t u r e  o f  the  wastes c u r r e n t l y  be ing s to red  w i t h i n  t h e  Tank 
Farm. According t o  the  INEL Consent Order (secondary containment a t  t h e  Tank 
Farm), t h e  c losu re  date f o r  the  wastes w i t h i n  the  HLLW tanks i s  the  year  2015. 
This  i s  t h e  l a s t  da te  t h a t  wastes can be s to red  w i t h i n  the  tanks and does no t  
i nc lude  any decontaminat ion and decommissioning (D&D) e f f o r t s  t h a t  would be 
necessary p r i o r  t o  e s t a b l i s h i n g  a residence a t  the  s i t e .  
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The recommendations provided in Table 6-1 are consistent with the options 
stated in the Action Plan for the FFA/CO for a Track 2 investigation. A No 
Further Action is recommended for several of the sites where the contamination 
has been removed or the risk was determined to be low. The consequences of error 
for these No Further Action sites are minimal because the potential risks posed 
by the other sites within the Tank Farm will likely necessitate some type of 
remedial action. Any remedial actions that are implemented for the Tank Farm 
will also effect these No Further Action sites. The remaining sites within OU 
3-07 are recommended for inclusion in the Comprehensive RI/FS. It is intended 
that by including these sites into the Comprehensive RI/FS, the risks from the 
contamination within the Tank Farm can be assessed as a single site and this 
should facilitate the evaluation of any potential future remedial actions. 
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